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where he was confined on the felon side, and a prosecution
commenced against him under the Coventry act. Upon
his trial it was established by evidence that the bailiffs
had fire arms, that they broke open the door and assaulted
the General as above stated. The Judge, in addressing
the Jury, observed that a bailiff employed to execute civil
process had no right to use fire or any other offensive arms,
neither could he justify the breaking into a house, that a
person residing in a lodging house had no other security than
the door of his apartment, which could not therefore legally
be forced. An instant acquittal of the General not only
followed, but the Court ordered a copy of the Indictment
to be given, which enabled him to proceed against the
Sheriffs for damages for the assault and false imprisonment
committed by their officers. This decision was considered
a great strengthener of the liberty of the subject as prior
thereto most lawyers were of opinion that if a Sheriff's
bailiff once got within the street or public door of a house
he would be justified in entering, even forcibly, any other
apartment for the purpose of executing writs.